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15/21/2004 -j)vitii;^ #- W: 1995 4 ^aTRr^frf^ 

1975 ^rarr (mf^d cT^sit 3if^!5liH, ^ STSlcR 

^ 3TTcf5^ 1^ ^ Mm) Rm^TT^, 1995 {M ^ciqH^x<ia 

Rrarf w t) stdrfcf 1 2002 ^ 

i9/i/2ooi-^itx^(T^ ^ ^ ;nfe}3r^ (f^ xtct^ir^ cfj^r w t) 

^ sTit^ sfR Rpiry (f^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3Tar^ ^ ^ R^ltf^ RdlR^ XT ^2 ^3 '^ddM^-dld ^ ^ 
W t)^ 3TFIM XR f^wrRXT^ cPllR ^ 1%xf5|R?T cJ3^ ^ 3 TtR 

3tR 7T wtr mRuiihI ^ an i 

3frf 7^: few 9 few^. 2002 ^ #fTT^ ^0 94/2002- 

£[RT ^ XR Pi^diildW MICtM cFTFn ^ an I 

M ^ ^ .__ 

2 . ^ ^xfe^- Rfet ir nrfem^ s[RT ^ ^ ^ 

^ xins^ WT-WT XR fen ■^THT sT^rfe t 3fR ^ nrfeTM 
nw fe^PJWW ^ xr ^ nm x^ x^ ^ x^rnn t fe ^ ^ t 
^ feR OTm Tfe-cm ^ 3frfei t ^ niRxm^ 
nm fe fe femfe xnfe t i xsnfen mnm ^ fxr ^ nfRw ^ 
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c[Rfr f^I?£RncTO ^ 3TTEIR f^fT^IWRE MIcidM ePTI^ ^ ^ 
Tjfei wiRrf^ ^2R?rcT ^ ^an 1w ^ 

^ fcT? ^ cH’^lldR ^ Wfl 3i|cIJ^2JcI5 t, c[?r W{\f^ 

3Tsrc[T TTRcfRd 3mr ^ 1^ ^ ^ ^ a# ^ |^Hvii<jRj 

^ WTOTT t I 

3. wril'^ 3TTWT C^ ^ ^ Tr^ f^RlW 3T5lt^^ 4o ^ ^ 

TTT wfit ^ TTTerM ^ MR-cifSd qRR^fciiil ^ 

TEfrarr ^ 3M^q c^ t I 

■?r>ftan ^ 3trtr 

4. 3TRr^ ^ ^ t f^ 3fR aT% ^ ^ cf>p^ mRciR^h 

^ Tf f cERTIT ^ RTcEiM ^ ^aiT cfR^ 3TT^^4cE t I P l ^idch 
^ 3TRI efTcfi ^ 21^ ^ 1%2IT t % MldH^W cTTT^ c^ qi?4ld 

I 2J^ iftW 

t 2 jM 2I Tm ^ ^3Tt c[^ Ep RRcT ^ ^ 

cf^tRcf ^ srfei 13fR cf5^ ^ |t t 1 ^ ^ 1cf?2n wu 

^ 1% *^el 311^^47 "^0 RfcEteRT R><lHc1 f^O ^ 4o q)vi<^45 ^i%2JT c^ ‘^ST f^eiq 
c^ ql^TOTcT^ (2ldl4d f? f I 3RT: 3TT^^ cfE ^ t ^>4)4 

TET % ^ ^ ^ t 3ik ci^ ^;M2 t ^ ^ ^ cn^ srpncft 

^ cERR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

^ ^3TRI 

5. qRqRd ^Rf^ifM 4^ vT^xy cfr^ ^ oect^ ^ 

RR^RHcEcE C^ H^Hvjjx! cTPJ WE 2?r^5rr cJW ^ ■ufT^ C^ EWJT 

Rff^ Rlf^IcET^ Rm 23 W ^ERjcd) tR^E (^EE) SiRiRteR 

1995 E^ ERI 92E (5) c^ ETEEH c^ OT^W EREfSef ERf^rfM E^EER 
E^ E^ETeRT 2T41aTT ERET ^R[E TRRI^ f I 

6. ReTE? 1 ^oTlf, 2002 E^ 3 tRRJEET ^0 19/1/2001-#5ffT:r^ ^ 3TR[25f^d 

3TRrE ^ETE eRrftT E>t 2T4tan EE Re4e ^ER RIRIEE^ EEEsfRT RrEET ^ 3rjHR 
RTE 3TRWT ER^ f ETRE EF TPftaE E^ W TTc^ 1% EET ^Me sfR 

Rnil^ ^ ^ C^ 3IEET E^ ^ RrEtRlE IcIdlRlE E ^2 ^3 ^ 3TTETcfi EE ^^ecE E^ 
eFTTcTR eTETET EfTET ET^ c^ eRI TR[elE ^ felE ERn^ t, -gEE^ E^ ETETET 3IEET 
eReRTcT 3TSTEr ^ ER Re ^ ^ EET arRl EiRt ^ 3TEET WE?!' ^EEfRl ^ 

^ Reteet t I 
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I^tiwbS N ^3?ng 

7 . W?f ^ cisn ^ AB2D3K t v if^Rad 

#Tn^ arfSrfSm gft ;m ^ 3R!ira 23 ^ aiTn^ct atrar 11 ^ gRgrjor 

cN?F 'HicfeR ig? t cisn ^ ^ ift ^ % wihi^ ^ 1 1 


8. ^sRr7i?Rg«^1^ 

^ 3Tra?jm5 % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ 

njTT^ ^3>B^ ^ ^ ^icf^I t I 

(i) ^frften if f^ 1 lait, 2002 ^ atftRjERT ^0 19 / 1 / 2001 -#^ * ^ ^ 

?ll(i|d #if I ^ ^ I 

(ii) ^ Rften ^ 5r!fr5Hi54 ^ amfir 1 at^f^. 2003 % 31 2004 ^ ^ t i 

^ratPf afit ^ arafit, ^ 2000-01 % ^ 2003-04 ^ ^ #ff^ I 

(iii) w ^ ^ ^ ^ * ' 


9 . RR if ^ ^ % 13^ ^ 1 ^, ^ ^ 

w airara^ ^ jramraif ctsir ^ ^ ^ ai^-aran ^ ^ 

jm if iR ^ ^ "fiRf 5 R 5 cr ^ aroir f^ if Ft-if?iRdd ^ araw :- 


diR r^ T^ wcPT 

d l R l vyg Rtpift 

vdejVr 

^Rc^-110011 

91-11-23014418 

10 . 3 T^ ^ iff ^ ir lErafER anR PRffi?! jto 

f?raf% OTs if afk ciifg) if 5R^ cf>?vHcfRT t 1 # w 'i iM-ffg 

f?f5^ ira^ gra 3pfm%T isqw 5t^ war aiiifer t 1^ ^ ^ 
1^ ifnff gagnif srt Msm if w ^ii^*n 1 


11 a#TH an^ % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Rflif lit ^ xR ^ xrra arf^^ ^ 

(40f M it ’ftcR ’#f ^ I ^ ^ifta^igxRiHra^itJtamr 

31^ igrTO RR tlif t if firf^ RM 

m vjfhcr MRtJiTFf ^ TfR f i 
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^i4vHPicb m 

12. 6(7) ^ SrjHR ^ nH | 4vj|P | c[> xtT^ W\ Mot ^ -^IcM t 

^ TFT^ OTI 1%cR^ Tifefi T? TfT5^ ^ 3FfMtR OT ^ 

t I irf^ ^ flcR^ 3TTcI?^ ^grpiT ^ W ^OTft t RT THTR ^ ^ 

SERSrr vIMd^ ^ t 3T2TCIT ^ 3Ic?lM ^ ^iMt t ^ W 

^TTcRI ^2zjt ^ 3TTerR' RY Pi <^4 ^ ^ f TRcj^ ^ •SfsflfxRT PtrM 

f I 

3Tf^^f^ "^TTYT, f¥^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 14th September, 2004 

Initiation 

rMid-term Review! 

Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review of anti-dumping duty 
imposed on imports of Vitamin AB^Pa K origin ating in or exported 
from the EU.USA, Thailand and Singapore. 

No. 15 / 21 / 2004 -DGAD,- WHEREAS having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (herein 
after referred to as the Rules), vide Notification Number 19/1/2001- 
DGAD dated l^’^ July,2002 the Designated Authority (herein after referred 
to as the Authority) notified its final findings recommending definitive 
antidumping duty on Import of Vitamin AB2D3K (hereinafter referred to as 
subject goods) originating in or exported from the European Union, USA, 
Thailand and Singapore (hereinafter referred to as subject countries). 

AND WHEREAS definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject 
goods vide Customs Notification No. 94/2002-Customs dated 9 
September, 2002. 

Request for Review 

2. WHEREAS the Rules require the Authority to review from time to 
time, the need for continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is 
satisfied, on the basis of positive information received by it that there is 
no justification for continued imposition of such duty, the authority may 
recommend to the central government for its withdrawal. 
Notwithstanding the above* provision the authority is required to review, 
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on the basis of positive information submitted by any interested party 
substantiating the need for a review, provided that a reasonabie period 
of Ome has eiapsed since the imposition of the definitive antidumping 
duty, whether continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset 
dumping, whether the injury wouid be iikely to continue or recur if th 

duty were removed or varied, or both. 

3 In terms of the above provision one of the exporters from the 
European Union i.e. M/s BASF Limited, Germany has filed a request, 
through the European Commission, for a changed circumstances mid¬ 
term review of the antidumping duty in force. 

Grounds for Review 

4 The applicant claims that the conditions of both, dumping and 
injury have changed substantially requiring a review of the antidumping 
measure in force The exporter has inter alia claimed that there are no 
exports from EU of the subject goods to India since the imposition of the 
anti-dumping duty. It has also been claimed that the landed price of the 
goods exported from the European Union is above the selling Pri“ of the 
domestic industry in India and there is no price undercutting. It is also 
claimed that the original applicant M/s Nicolas Piramal Ltd undergone 
significant structural changes as a result of merger with M/s Rhone 
Poulenc India. Therefore, the applicant claims that no dumping is taking 
place from the European Union and the domestic industry is not suffering 
any injury on account of the imports from the European Union. 

Initiation 

5. Having regards to the positive information provided by _ the 
applicant indicating changed circumstances necessitating a the 

measure in force, the Designated Authority now considers that a mid¬ 
term review of the Anti Dumping Duty is appropriate in view of the 
changed circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9 ( ) 

Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 

6 Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notificati^on 
No 19/1/2001-DGAD dated July 2002, the Authority hereby initiates 
“e mCSions in terms of tho Rotes, to te.lew whether contmoeO 
imoosition of the duty on imports of Vitamin AB2D3K originating 
exported from the European Union, Thailand and Singapore, is necessary 
to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recu 
if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 
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Product under Consideration 

7. The product involved in the original investigation and the current 
review is Vitamin AB2D3K falling under Chapter 23 of the First Schedule 
to the said Customs Tariff Act. This classification however, is indicative 
only and in no way binding on the scope of the present investigation. 

Procedure 

8. The investigation will determine whether continued imposition of 
the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury Is likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

The review will cover all aspects of Notification 

N 0 . 19 /I/ 20 OI-DGAD dated July,2002 

The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will 
be April 2003 to 31^^ Ma/ch 2004. However, injury 
analysis shall cover the years from 2000-01 to 2003-04, 

The countries involved in this investigation are the European 
Union,USA,Thailand and Singapore. 

Submission of Information : 

9. The exporters In subject countries, their governments through their 
embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be 
concerned and the domestic industry are being addressed separately to 
submit relevant information in the form and manner prescribed and to 
make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry 

Department of Commerce 

Udyog Bhavan 

New Delhi-110011. 

Fax: 91-11-23014418 

10. Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant 
to the investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time 
limit set out below. Any party making confidential submissions before the 
Authority is required to file a non-confidential version of the same, for 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iil) 
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placing the same in the public folder for inspection by all other interested 
parties to the investigation. 


Time Limit 

11. Any information relating to the present review and any request for 
hearing should be sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the 
address mentioned above not later than forty days (40 Days) from the 
date of publication of this review notification. If no information is 
received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is 
incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis 
of the facts available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 

Inspection of Public File : 

12. In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public 
file containing non-confidential version of the submissions made by other 
interested parties before the Authority. In case an interested party 
refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide necessary information 
within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, the 
Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it 
and make such recommendations to the Central Government as deemed 

fit. 


ABHUIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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